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Well, the Republicans have picked
out their victims. Their victims are the
sick, old and young sick, the aged, the
working poor, and a portion of the mid-
dle class to bear the burden. And at the
same time they have granted to their
rich contributors substantial tax
breaks, people who do not need the tax
breaks, who really have not asked for
the tax breaks. I know a lot of them;
they have never asked me for one. And
this is the silliest way | have ever seen
to run a government.

Now that covers a lot. | have been
around here for 33 years and in legisla-
tive bodies for a total of 43 years, so |
have seen some silly things done. But
the mismanagement of NEWT GINGRICH
and company, the mismanagement of
our Republican colleagues of the time
and of the energy and of the money of
this country and of the resources of
this country is a shame.

Here in January 1996, we should be
making substantial plans as to how the
budget will be balanced, making equi-
table changes. Now, this balanced
budget is not a lot different than other
attempts that we have made. The
amount of dollars are about the same
as amount of dollars that we did 4
years ago and 2 years ago, the under-
takings that we are taking. But most
of the balance in this so-called bal-
anced budget operation does not come
at the beginning; it comes in the year
2001 and the year 2002.

Now, we all know what is going to
happen then. By that time there will be
a whole new group of people in charge
in this country, and most of the silly
things that are being said here today
will have been forgotten and most of
the savings that we are talking about
will have been forgotten.

| talk a lot to the elderly. | guess
they picked me out for conversation
because they think I am about their
age and | have got some comity with
them. They are worried to death about
being forced into managed care where
they will get a gatekeeper for their
medical care instead of a physician
when they call on the phone for a doc-
tor’s appointment. They are scared
that managed care will mean that the
insurance companies will decide wheth-
er they get a treatment or not, not
their doctor.

Most of us go to a doctor because we
think we need to go to a doctor. But |
would rather go to a doctor that is
going to be rewarded by being paid for
what he does for me, not being re-
warded by what he does not do for me.
These are the kind of things that worry
Americans.
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A HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
METCALF). Under a previous order of
the House, the gentleman from Louisi-
ana [Mr. TAuzIN] is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. TAUZIN. Mr. Speaker, as we
meet here on the eve of a new year, as
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we begin 1996 with the budget still un-
resolved, | think it is important to
speak of the situation in historical
context. In the 15% years that | have
been in Congress, | only experienced
about 9 months of Government that
was not divided where the House and
the Senate and the White House were
controlled by the same party. For most
of that time, we have enjoyed or suf-
fered through divided Government in
America. The White House was con-
trolled by one party, and the Congress
was generally controlled by the other
party. We are in that same situation
today, only a little differently.

In most of those 15 years, the Repub-
lican Party controlled the White House
and the Democratic Party controlled
the Congress. In the course of that 15-
year period, we have had Government
shutdowns. This is, | think, the fifth
one we have experienced in the course
of those 15 years. Most of them have
been rather brief. They have been total
shutdowns over a weekend or a few
days, and eventually things were
worked out. Unfortunately, the way
things were worked out was typically
business as usual. There were com-
promises made; there was gives and
takes. There were deals cut. There was
a sentiment that, well, it is better to
take a bad deal and go home than to
duke it out and see if we cannot resolve
our budget problems and somehow
eventually balance the U.S. budget.

The product of business as usual over
those 15 years of budget battles that
led to temporary shutdowns and even-
tually continuing resolutions was a
deepening and a worsening U.S. public
debt. It has reached a point today, now,
where every young person today is
likely to spend as much as 80 to 90 per-
cent of their income in taxes to some
government, State, local or Federal,
during their lifetime. That is what
economists tell us the debt is doing to
us.

It has reached a point today where a
young child born today will spend
$187,000 just paying interest on the debt
we have accumulated. It has reached
the point today where if we do not
begin solving the Medicare crisis in
this country, we will have two choices
7 years from now. We will face a Medi-
care system completely bankrupt and
we will either have no Medicare system
for our elderly, or we will have to dou-
ble payroll taxes on working Ameri-
cans. That will be the choice 7 years
from now if we do not stick around and
resolve this budget debate in this, the
early days of January, or, if necessary,
through 1996 until we reach election
day and let the voters decide who is
right or wrong.

At some point Americans are going
to have to make a decision. Do they
really like business as usual, where
deals are cut at the end of every fiscal
year and we go deeper and deeper into
debt or would they rather some Presi-
dent at some time design a balanced
budget amendment based on honest
numbers within a reasonable period of
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time that will end this fiscal insanity
both for ourselves and for our children?

If you are conservative, you certainly
want that done. If you are liberal and
you see every year more and more of
the Federal budget spent on interest on
the debt instead of on programs for
Americans, you ought to also want
that done. We ought to agree upon
that.

And so during the course of the last
few months and the year, we offered an
amendment to the Constitution requir-
ing that Congress do that. We were met
with objections here in the House. We
succeeded in passing it in the House.
We were met with objections in the
other body. They did not pass it in the
other body.

The objections generally ran like
this. We do not need the Constitution
to tell Congress to balance the budget.
We can do it ourselves and we ought to
do it now. That was the objection of
the balanced budget amendment to the
Constitution. We do not need a con-
stitutional amendment. We can do it
and we ought to do it now.

Well, why not now? Why not a budget
agreement that balances the budget in
7 years on honest numbers right now?

That is what this historic fight is all
about. That is why we are in this awful
period of partial Government shut-
down, why we have this awful debate
on our hands were sometimes it gets
acrimonious and personal, and it
should never get to that point, but that
is why we stand here in the course of
these early days in January struggling
with the notion of how do we negotiate
eventually to a position of a balanced
budget in 7 years using honest numbers
without doing business as usual, with-
out caving in to all those who want to
keep on taxing and spending as we have
done for generations to the point that
our children now are deeply in debt and
will remain in debt for the duration of
their lives. How do we resolve it. We re-
solve it by agreeing now to a balanced
budget plan.

THE SHUTDOWN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia
[Ms. NoRTON] is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, it may
well be that in the 20th day of this cri-
sis we are too close to it, have been too
immersed in it to think clearly our
way out of it. It is actually 25 days, if
you consider the 5 days of the previous
shutdown.

Let us look at what we say we are
doing. The other side honestly admits
that its purpose is to bring leverage on
the President. Examining that propo-
sition, it is clear that the other side
has succeeded in bringing leverage as
much as they are ever going to do.

Let me explain why. The fact is that
the President has now signed on to a 7-
year balanced budget. He had not done
that before. Having done that, it would
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seem to me that the majority would
acknowledge that they have accom-
plished what they said was their great-
est goal. Moreover, the leverage has
gone as far as it can go, if | may say so,
because, to use the words of the gen-
tleman from Texas, Mr. DELAY, from
your side, he was talking about Mr.
DoLE: The President can’t cave, be-
cause to simply give in is to reinforce
a part of his reputation that he is try-
ing to live down. It is time for the ma-
jority to declare victory and let the
Federal workers come back to work,
because the leverage rationale has been
spent. It is over. Declare victory.

Indeed, it is worse than that. The le-
verage has yielded a boomerang crisis,
if you will, my friends, an in-your-face
crisis. In the beginning the most visi-
ble victims were Federal workers, and
people shrugged. They had not felt it
themselves. Now we are beginning to
get great sympathy for Federal work-
ers and no wonder. When a GS-2, to
cite a specific example, opens up her
paycheck, as she did this week, and
finds in it $4, then of course you are
going to get sympathy from all across
the country. She is a hapless victim.
By the way, the IRS and the Social Se-
curity did take their share. They left
her $4.

About half of those who do contrac-
tual work for the Federal Government
are out of work. The trade-off that has
now become the mantra of the other
side simply does not work and is itself
an outrage. Well, we may have to leave
these workers at home in order to save
our children. Let us not talk about
trading off one group of innocent vic-
tims for another. But the boomerang
crisis that we better see, my colleagues
on the other side, very quickly, is a
service crisis, not a worker crisis. Let
me document that.

On January 2, the States lost $74 mil-
lion in quarterly grants that they use
to confront the crisis with abused chil-
dren, and there are 2.5 million of those
children. By the end of the week, 11
States and 2 of the territories, the Vir-
gin Islands and the District of Colum-
bia, which of course is the District and
not a territory, will run out of funds
for Federal unemployment insurance.
Do my colleagues think they are going
to get off scot-free as their constitu-
ents confront that?

Twenty-three thousand Americans
per day are unable to get passports.
Many of them are going abroad for
business. Twenty-four thousand con-
tract Medicare claim workers are not
being paid. They will not be on the job
very long. Your State is going to run
out of Medicaid funds in January. Are
you prepared to take the responsibility
for that? One thousand workplace safe-
ty complaints per day are going unan-
swered. The FBI has ceased to train
local law enforcement officers.

Employment discrimination com-
plaints are no longer being inves-
tigated. Twenty thousand foreign visi-
tors per day are unable to get visas for
a loss here of $60 million per day. Do
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my colleagues really mean to inflict
this kind of pain on their constituents
and mine? | think not.

My colleagues have replaced the
main course, the balanced budget, with
a side dish, and that is the crisis my
colleagues have left us with. Let us get
back to the balanced budget. Let the
workers come back to work.

TYRANNY OF THE URGENT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Maryland [Mr. BARTLETT]
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland. Mr.
Speaker, | did not come to the Con-
gress until | was 66 years old. There is
some advantage in coming here at that
age. If you come here younger, if you
have spent much of your life here, |
think that you miss some opportuni-
ties, some insights into relevance, time
and perspective and things like the tyr-
anny of the urgent.

Let me give my colleagues two exam-
ples from my past. | had the great
privilege of working for 18 years in sev-
eral different capacities for the mili-
tary. In one of those capacities, | was
working, for part of my time at least,
out of the Navy Yard in Philadelphia.
There we had the responsibility for two
things: One was for supporting the
fleet. When they had problems with
their life support equipment, with oxy-
gen equipment and so forth, we had to
go out to make sure that those prob-
lems were fixed. We also had the oppor-
tunity, the responsibility there for de-
veloping new equipment that would be
better, that would have less problems,
and we would have to spend less of our
time going out to support the fleet.

This was an excellent example of the
tyranny of the urgent. When we had a
call from the fleet that was an urgent
problem and we had to go out to ad-
dress it, the really important thing
that that facility was charged with
doing was developing new equipment so
we would not have those problems in
the future. But the tyranny of the ur-
gent frequently got in the way of devel-
oping the new equipment.

In 1954, in another experience, | was
coming back from California from
teaching medical school there to teach
medical school here in Howard Univer-
sity. | was in the middle of Missouri
with my family with young children
and a 1941 Cadillac and a big trailer on
the back that had in it all of my world-
ly possessions. A tire blew out on the
Cadillac and the trailer turned over. |
stood on the road there in the summer-
time in the hot sun in Missouri, and |
thought, gee, if you put yourself 10
years in the future from this and look
back, this is not going to be a big deal.
It was not. | did step back, and really,
as | look back on it now, it was not a
big deal.

Let me apply these two things to our
partial shutdown of Government now.
We must be very careful that we do not
permit the urgent to take precedence
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over the important. The really impor-
tant thing now is that we balance this
budget. We have an urgent problem
with a partial shutdown of Govern-
ment. There has been enough talk from
both sides as to how we got there from
my perspective and | think the perspec-
tive of most Americans, the President
has failed to keep his promise to sub-
mit a balanced budget.

You cannot negotiate, you cannot ne-
gotiate when there is only one budget
to negotiate. He needs to submit a bal-
anced budget. The urgent thing is
somehow to get around this problem,
but the way to get around that is not
to have another continuing resolution
that is going to take the pressure off to
do the important thing. And the impor-
tant thing is to balance this budget.

I was talking about the time and per-
spective. If we put ourselves down the
road 10 years from now and look back,
nobody hardly is going to remember
this partial shutdown of government.
But they are going to remember and
they are going to thank us for holding
tough and balancing the budget. We
must be very sure that we have a per-
spective of the relevance of what we
are doing. We must make very sure
that we do not permit the tyranny of
the urgent over the important.

Our constituents understand that. |
had a letter during our first brief par-
tial shutdown. It was the kind of letter
that just about brought tears to your
eye. It was a Federal worker who said
he did not know he was going to get
paid when he was furloughed.
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He said he was probably going to lose
$500. But that was a small enough price
to pay for what this balanced budget
would do for his children and his grand-
children.

Here | have some constituent opin-
ions from phone calls from five of our
constituents. We have had many, many
like this. This one is from Hagerstown,
MD, the Federal employee who was fur-
loughed, but he thinks that | should
stick with the Republican plan to bal-
ance the budget.

Here is another one. These are par-
ents of, and these are from Flintstone,
way out in western Maryland. They are
parents of five children and grand-
parents of 11, and he is disabled, but
they want the Congressman, their Con-
gressman, to vote only on a balanced
budget. They are proud of what we are
doing for them here. They want me to
hang tough.

Here is one from New Market, MD.
Keep the Government closed. This is a
Federal worker with 22 years of experi-
ence in the Federal Government. He
says, ‘‘Don’t buckle, stand fast.”

Here is another one from Ellicott
City, just south of Baltimore, just
north of here, a furloughed Federal
District employee. He wants the RGB
to stay the course.

Another who congratulates on our
budget stand: Do not support a con-
tinuing resolution.
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